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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
REGNIER (U.S. Patent 5,689,708) in view of KLIMCZAK (U.S. Patent 6,513,1 11). 

As to claim 1 , REGNIER teaches the administering user access to application 
programs (applications) by detecting a command to execute a task (user selection of an 
application) (col. 6, lines 49-67; col. 7, lines 1-16), and preventing execution of tasks 
that are not on the list of allowed tasks (col. 7, lines 1-15) wherein the list of allowed 
tasks is configured based on the information in the database (col. 3, lines 22-36; col. 4, 
lines 65-67; col. 5, lines 2-6; col. 5, lines 44-60; col. 5, lines 35-48). However, 
REGNIER does not teach the use of various databases to customize the user access. 

KLIMCZAK teaches a method of administering user access to application 
programs (computer software application) on a computer system (computer system), 
comprising providing a user database (main profile table), a database of tasks (object 
actions table / actions value type table / actions type table) (col. 7, line 43 - col. 8, line 
62) and a user-specific list of allowed tasks (content of pull-down menus) (col. 12, lines 
26-29; col. 13, lines 22-27), comprising allowed application programs, running a system 
administration program (profile editor / configuration code / small application / 
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entitlement agent) (col. 6, lines 25-32; col. 2. lines 6-18; col. 10, lines 35-54; col. 9, lines 
16-30; col. 1 1 , lines 1-52) to configure the list of allowed tasks (content of pull-down 
menus) on the basis of the user database (main profile table) and the database of tasks 
(object actions table / actions value type table / actions type table) (col. 7, line 43 - col. 
8, line 62; coL 12, lines 26-29; col. 13, lines 22-27). KLIMCZAK also teaches the 
invention customizes the user interface / actions of an application to various users (col. 
1 , lines 40-50). Therefore it would be obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the 
teachings of REGNIER with the teachings of KLIMCZAK in order to facilitate allowance 
of user access to aspects of the user interface on an individualized basis according to 
subscriber configuration decisions (col. 1 , lines 46-50). 

As to claim 12, REGNIER teaches a system for administering user access to 
application programs (applications) through a means for detecting a command to 
execute a task (user selection of an application) (col. 6, lines 49-67; col. 7, lines 1-16), 
and a means for preventing execution of tasks that are not on the list of allowed tasks 
(col. 7, lines 1-15) wherein the list of allowed tasks is configured based on the 
information in the database (col. 3, lines 22-36; col. 4, lines 65-67; col. 5, lines 2-6; col. 
5, lines 44-60; col. 5, lines 35-48). However, REGNIER does not teach the use of 
various databases to customize the user access. 

KLIMCZAK teaches a computer system (computer systemO comprising means 
for generating a user-specific list of allowed tasks (content of pull-down menus) (col. 12, 
lines 26-29; col. 13, lines 22-27), comprising allowed application programs (application 
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programs), a user database (main profile table) and a database of tasks (object actions 
table / actions value type table / actions type table) (col. 7, line 43 - cdL 8, line 62), and 
means for configuring the list of allowed tasks on the basis of the user database and the 
database of tasks (col. 7, line 43 - col. 8, line 62; col. 12, lines 26-29; col. 13, lines 22- 
27) (via a profile editor / configuration code / small application / entitlement agent) (col. 
6, lines 25-32; col. 2, lines 6-18; col. 10, lines 35-54; col. 9, lines 16-30; col. 11, lines 1- 
52). KLIMCZAK also teaches the invention customizes the user interface / actions of an 
application to various users (col. 1, lines 40-50). Therefore it would be obvious to one 
skilled in the art to combine the teachings of REGNIER with the teachings of KLIMCZAK 
in order to facilitate allowance of user access to aspects of the user interface on an 
Individualized basis according to subscriber configuration decisions (col. 1, lines 46-50). 

As to claim 17, REGNIER teaches a method for administering user access to 
application programs (applications) by detecting a command to execute a task (user 
selection of an application) (col. 6, lines 49-67; col. 7, lines 1-16), and preventing 
execution of tasks that are not on the list of allowed tasks (col. 7, lines 1-15) wherein the 
list of allowed tasks is configured based on the information in the database (col. 3, lines 
22-36; col. 4, lines 65-67; col. 5, lines 2-6; col. 5, lines 44-60; col. 5, lines 35-48). 
However, REGNIER does not teach the use of various databases to customize the user 
access. 

KLIMCZAK teaches a computer program comprising computer-readable 
instructions, which, when executed, perform the tasks of: generating a user-specific list 
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of allowed tasks (content of pull-down menus) (col. 12, lines 26-29; col. 13. lines 22-27), 
comprising allowed application programs (computer software applications), reading a 
user database (main profile table) and a database of tasks (object actions table / actions 
value type table / actions type table) (col. 7, line 43 - col. 8, line 62), and configuring the 
list of allowed tasks on the basis of the user database and the database of tasks (col. 7, 
line 43 - col. 8, line 62; col. 12, lines 26-29; col. 13, lines 22-27) (via a profile editor / 
configuration code / small application / entitlement agent) (col. 6, lines 25-32; col. 2, 
lines 6-18; col. 10, lines 35-54; col. 9, lines 16-30; col. 11, lines 1-52). Therefore it 
would be obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the teachings of REGNIER with 
the teachings of KLIMCZAK in order to facilitate allowance of user access to aspects of 
the user interface on an individualized basis according to subscriber configuration 
decisions (col. 1, lines 46-50), 

As to claims 2, 13 and 18, REGNIER teaches the list of allowed tasks (menu 
items) Is configured at least once every time a user has.entered a request to log on to 
the computer system (col. 10, lines 25-40). KLIMCZAK also teaches configuring the 
user interface during logon (run time stage) (col. 6, lines 53 - 67). 

As to claim 3, REGNIER teaches the tasks comprises information specifying time 
intervals (off-peak hours / other conditions) in which a task may be executed comprising 
configuring the list of allowed tasks on the basis of this information (col. 8, lines 42-61 ; 
col. 8. line 65 - col. 9, line 13). However, neither REGNIER nor KLIMCZAK teach that 
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the use of a system clock which indicates the time for accessing the applications. 
Official Notice is taken in that it is well known in the art that in order to determine if off- 
peak hours have been reached the current time would have to be known. Therefore, it 
would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have and use a 
system clock in order to know if the application can be accessed because it is off-peak 
hours. U.S. Patent 6,401,238 would be an example of this well known functionality. 

As to claims 4 and 14, REGNIER teaches information linking tasks (applications) 
to other tasks (other functions, i.e. printing functions, interactive mode functions, 
applications, etc) that can invoke the tasks during execution of an application program 
(via selection of a menu item from the database of tasks and requires another selection 
of task mode) (col. 8, lines 32-51 ; col. 9, lines 45-62). KLIMCZAK also teaches the 
tables store information that relates various functions with one another (via the setting of 
various values in the object actions table / actions value type table / actions type table) 
(col. 7, line 43 - col. 8, line 62). 

As to claims 5, 10, 1 1 , 15 and 19, REGNIER teaches preventing tasks from 
executing (via graying / diming / removing out the task from the menu list) during certain 
time periods (col. 7, lines 5-15; col. 9, lines 7-20). REGNIER also teaches that it is 
possible to run routine 600, which enables for the dynamic updating of menu choices, 
during execution of the application program, so that menu choices could vary even 
during a single execution of an application (col. 10, lines 25-40; col. 9, line 63 - col. 10, 
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line 25). Therefore, it would be obvious to one skilled In the art at the time of the 
Invention that a user calls applications that are not on the list such that they are allowed 
to execute and are subsequently placed on the list dynamically as defined in REGNIER 
in combination with KLIMCZAK. 

As to claim 6, REGNIER teaches the computer system is a distributed computer 
system (client / server network) comprising a plurality of computer terminals (clients and 
servers) connected to a network (col. 4, lines 3-52) wherein the client systems are any 
type of computing device registered with another device and capable of displaying a list 
of allowed tasks. However, REGNIER does not teach that the applications comprise 
location-dependent information such that the user is configured with a list of allowed 
tasks on the basis of the location-dependent Information and the registered terminal. 

KLIMCZAK teaches that the user invoking the application is identified based on a 
dedicated workstation so that the workstation will have only user profile information for 
some predetermined user based on other alternative identification mechanisms, i.e. 
conventional electronic fingerprinting, photographing, voice recognition, or the like (col. 
6, line 60 - col. 7, line 3). Official Notice is taken in that location-dependent information 
is well known in the art to identifying a dedicated user and therefore would be obvious to 
the teachings of REGNIER in combination with KLIMCZAK in order to identify the 
actions associated with a user that is dedicated to a workstation and customize its 
workstations. 
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As to claims 7, 16 and 20, REGNIER teaclies a plurality of user groups are 
defined (group of users), a group membership list is provided with the user database for 
each user (set of profiles may constitute an ordinary table in this database and lists a 
user or predefined group of users) (col. 8, lines 8-20), links are provided between the 
tasks in the database of tasks and the groups, and the links and the group membership 
lists are used to configure the list of allowed tasks (menu list) (col. 8, lines 8-41 ; col. 6, 
line 49 - col. 7, line 15). KLIMCZAK also teaches the use of user groups (security 
levels) in establishing a profile that relates to a configured list of allowed tasks (actions / 
user interface actions / menu items) (col. 4, lines 25-40). 

As to claim 8, REGNIER teaches a plurality of user functions (applications) are 
defined, a user function list is provided with the user database for each user (list of 
functions allowed or not allowed), links are provided between the tasks in the database 
of tasks and the user functions (via the set of profiles consulting the processing of the 
application to determine if it can function) (col. 8, lines 8-20; col. 7, lines 16-41 ; col. 3, 
lines 26-32), and the links and the user function list are used to configure the list of 
allowed tasks (menu list) (col. 8, lines 8-41 ; col. 6, line 49 - col. 7, line 15; col. 3, lines 
32-36). KLIMCZAK also teaches the use of user groups (security levels) in establishing 
a profile that relates to a configured list of allowed tasks (actions / user interface actions 
/ menu items) (col. 4, lines 25-40). 
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As to claim 9, REGNIER teaches prevention of the execution of the application 
program or task is registered (col. 3, lines 25-32). However, neither REGNIER nor 
KLIMCZAK teach that a notification is sent to a system administrator. Official Notice is 
taken in that It is well known in the art at the time of the invention in a monitored or 
controlled system, inadvertent accesses or errors are typically sent to a system 
administrator. Therefore, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine well known sending of notifications to an administrator to the 
teachings of REGNIER and KLIMCZAK in order to actively monitor a computer system. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's argunfients with respect to claims 1 -20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lewis A. Bullock, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3759. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng An can be reached on (571 ) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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PRNMRT EXAMINER 
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